In the Summary of this article, the authors inadvertently stated that the statistical significance of their data analysis was p > 0.001; this should have read p = 0.001, consistent with the meaning of the rest of the sentence and as stated elsewhere in the article. Hence, the fifth sentence of the Summary should read ''We show that in such a population of 'M' and 'S' molecular forms, a novel mechanism of sexual recognition (male-female flight-tone matching [7][8][9]) also confers the capability of mate recognition, an essential precursor to assortative mating; frequency matching occurs more consistently in same-form pairs than in mixed-form pairs (p = 0.001).'' The online version of the article has been corrected. The authors regret any confusion caused by this error.
